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This u in veference to your le:tm of October 12,

1971, aad December 3, 1971, ia vhich you submitted certaia . . .

changes {na Joneshorc mmicipal slectica laws for the
Attorney Ceneral's approval mma: to scctim 5 ot t!u
Veting Rixhu Act of 1965. o I Lt

Afrer carcfully msidarlna the cddid.onal hfom-
ticn that you sent oa Decexber 3, 1971, sloag with the
matarial that you submitted initiaslly on October 12, 1971,
it appears that the changes undar consideration recuiriag
a majority of the voltes cast to elect mesbers of the eity
council, snd requiring coumcil mambers to rua fsom numbared
ssats, world have the effect of adridzing voting rights om
account of race when viewed ia the context of the situsticen
ia Jenesboro. According to the infomatica we have, tha
caly black to be elected to the Jonesboro council was
elected {a 1969 by a plurality vote wnder the old system.
This mﬂdmthnuumublcmrmmmmmd
in fact, that councilman was dafeated in his effort to be -
reelected last lecesber under the new system. Because o! '
this apparent effect ¢f the changes in question, I must -
iaterpose an objection oa dehalf of ths At.tomy Gmxd
to those tuoportioas o!mmm

Asmnaym, bcfoaldoﬂisionuudendt:
Sectien 5 by tha Attorney Ceneral, he must deternins
whethsr the astiom being taken eould bave the effect of
disiaishing the voting rights ef racial minorities. 1f =

Ehls is fouud to de the case, sa objection must be later- ... -
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‘suthority did not purposefully intend that the change e
have an advarae racial effect. It is our cpinion that
the sction taken by Jonesboro would have the effect of BT
- dlluting sad minimizing the voting stremgth of Negroes s
in that city sad greatly diminishing the possibilities -
of a member of 8 racial minority being slected to the
gtycc:uncn, thus muirhsthc&ttomycmlto
jnt. _

Budcr thn £acts yrcunud b nubniuim. o
and in consideration of this sbjactzcn, I beliave that =
the results of the mumnicipal election held on December ‘, *‘**“*
1971, pursusnt to the changes in gquestion eammot be
lawfully i{mplemsnted. I further belisve that the elec- .. .- ..
ticn should be reconducted without using the changes o = - ‘=
wvhich en objectiom has deen interposed. This spproach —
is consistent with the decision entered on October 29,
1971, in United States v. W. B, Cohan, et 21., Civil
dction Mo. 2882, United States District of Georgla.
The facts in that case wers similar to this one, end
Judge Lswrence ordered the City of Hinesville, Georgla,
to rehold its mmicipal electicas without using the
ehanges that had been objectad to by the Attorney
General under Section 3.

rleu§ advise this Department within fifteea (15)
dayud;vzduuimcmmmmmubmtmd
holding & nev slecticm wnder the eircumstances described,”

Of course, 88 providad by Sectiocn 5, you have the altarna="
tive of instituting an actiom in the Gnited States District
Court for the District of Columbis seeking a judgment '
duluhgmtmehmzuinqmﬂméomtwnm N
‘!fect of danyin; cr abridsing the right to vote an accoumat
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“ c! race. Bbould you chooss to purim that remedy,

will not be mc:.d,

appreciata your 3¢ advising me within fifteen (15) days ss T

that a response relating to the holding of new slecti -

Sincersly, ‘ | i

" DAVID L. NORMAN
Assistat Attorney General
Civil Rights Division o
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